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REMARKS 

e i view i i lit arks 

C s '-o > 1 ^ ^ . u sn^ t ' " o - de v i s 

-< > ' ~ ave been thdr; s roi eon side; kn Supp rtfoi he claim a im m 

claims may be < 1 e, at page 8, line 2' hrough page J 

lme2 l ^vi iJ'^T v \ ^ u< pas i- ^ ~ - 1 ion A g 1 gs 

4A-4F. No new matter has been added. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S 101 
Of the pending claims, claims 1-6 and 8-13 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as 
lacking i Hifc i bei g directec rson data! 1 In pan c A r claims -6 md 8- 

H U s.' C ; K n" <1 f ! , lliv b t 1 C XI !\ 1 ^.0 lie JlfHJt 

step or module, and the processing between input and output. 

As -amended, independent claims 1 and 8 each recite a search tool graphical user interface 
that Includes search criteria provided by a user as user input to the search tool and a list of search 
results in cs n 1 d by Uk cat 1 ip rming a search routine 

based on the search criteria provided by die user as use;- input to the search tool. Applicants 
subi it that th< endments to claim 1 d ress le mmmer' tic edeo >m- 

Therefore, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of die rejection of 
independent claims 1 and 8 and their respective dependent claims 2-6 and 9-13, 

■ Refections Under 35 U.S.C. § 112, Socobc! Paragraph 
Of the pending claims, claims 5, 6 } and 8-13 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
second saragraph as being d - e 

With respect to rejection of claims 5 and 6. claim 5 was rejected because the term 
"ordering* 5 is said to he vague because it does not specify whether it is a list, a ranking, a request, 
an order, a web site permission, or a user permission and the term "before" is said to be vague 
beci so td es nor sptciiy v. ethe it refers to bemre s m< cat Clai iwasr eted 
by virtue of its dependency on claim 5. Applicants have amended claim 5 to recite that "search 
results are grouped based on availability of content associated with the search results such that 
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sea -> • i n rfi.rst group 

including the first search result, and search results with links to content that is currently available 
are grouped in a second group, including the second search result, the first group of search 
us <If v c <d 0 gio y o* search <-esui s *>c rg J > ,s - s , - " v x sea eh 

s.v< ? <> c ss^oud -it. < o scare i u \ > > ^ - -., - e s e t - 

claim 5 address all of the Examiner's concerns. Therefore, applicants respectfully request 
reconsk nicn and withdrawal of the reject claims 5 and 6 

• n vs\, to u<* 1 < f v. n- - > v * T ■> ^ m , , .v. - uos„ 
"maturity" is said to be vague because h does not specify whether it is an age requirement, 
knowledge level requirement, or the process of content completion. Claim 13 was rejected by 
virtue of its < -sonde* m Vpplaauo- en ed claims 8 2 to recite w aged>ased 

kr? 1 \pp ints submit ih y endments eh 8-12 Iress al •* xaminer's 
concerns. Therefore, applicants respectfully request reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection of claims 8-13. 



Of the pending claims, claims 1-6 and 8-13 have been rejected as being anticipated by 
Snyder (U.S. Patent No. <\M>.Ml). 

As amended, tidepends n* claim I reate* a search too! grophiccl user interface that 
nciudes, inter alia, a 1st , 1 earch results including irst sc ch esult that ^eludes g fet link 
to content that is currently unavailable t invocati e first link a secon* m 

result that ' ' a m\o i( < y to editor', ft s current!; a\at <Ne though m\oe. toon of the 
se^and hnk am t c <. v v <. u t ^ <.m *t o am i ng ape ( 

indication that invocation of the first link will not presently access, at an address associated with 
the first link, content corresponding to the address. 

-*! ^ k\ n \ u n - 1 v 1 I <- t ]v us f m, 

because Snyder fails to cL «. d ^ - , ' m result and 

providing a perceivable indication that invocation of a first link included in die first search result 
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will not presently access, at an address associated with the first link, content corresponding to the 
iddressg o cite< j un ended indepc dei claim: 1 

Rather, Snyder describes a search engine that includes a web crawler that stores graphic 
•;-v,d -V'n cfv >■-- p. -.gey as they appeared at the time when the % crawler indexed the 
pages. See Abstract, When a user performs a search, the search engine of Snyder presents the 
graphic snapshot; along side the search results ! lend t 1 performing the search See col o 
lines 23-27, col. 14, lines 34-50, and Fig. 3, However, a graphic snapshot is not an indicator that 
corresponds to a search result and provides a perceivable indication that invocation of a link will 
not presently access, at an address associated with the link, content corresponding to the. address.: 

cad, the v w i ^ c pa. e\>enpji:t e % 1 i e w wv 

was indexed and does not provide any information as to whether content is presently accessible 
I ess associated n he link. Therefore der fails to 

describe suggc i lie corresponding search res id pr * g pe cei Me 

indication that invocation of a first buk included in the first search result will not presently 
access, at an address associated with the first link, content corresponding to the address, as 
recited fey amended independent claim 1 . 

For at least these reasons, Applicants request reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection of independent claim h along with claims 2-6 that depend therefrom. 

As amended, nd< > ' rim 8 recites a search tool graphical user interface that 
nUua'cs O.e - j se m 1 si s c ud nu a 1 st scan* as t at a le a <o»l 

to content determined to be inappropriate tor a first age-based level and a second search result 
thadneludes a second link to content determined to be appropriate for the first age-based level, 
and an indicator correspond! ig to the fiat search result and ~> < % ding 2 pereer able n llcation of 
a determination, other than content accessed at an address associated with the first link, that 
content associated with the first link is inappropriate far the first age-based level. 

Applicants respectful iv request reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of draw, g 
because Snyder fails to describe or suggest an indicator corresponding to a first search result and 
providing a perceivable indication of a cieterminat on other than content iccesbe \ at an a hire- - 
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associated with a first link included in the first search result, that content associated with, the first 
link is inappropriate for a first age-based level, as recited by amended independent claim 8. 

As discussed above with respect to independent claim 1, Snyder describes a search 
engine that presents graphic snapshots along Side search results ideifoiied by performing a 
stwi Suu v o< sv^--^ ! ' 'J -> j s pro foe 

an image of a web page at a time when the web page was indexed and do not provide an 
indication of any determination made for the web page, much less a perceivable indication of a 

1 U 1 ! i 5 t C 1 1 .its C S I % gC. t 

wi } , i; stage-based \ , \ , ' ^ vi s» a* 

indicator corresponding to a first search result and providing a perceivable indication of a 
determination, other than content accessed at an address associated with a first link, included in 
the first search result, that content associated with the first link is inappropriate for a first age- 
based evei is recite b> rn led im > tent claim h 

Fo tk hesereaso; \pp c; s request econside nd withdraw of the 

rejection of iraiependes biairn 8. along with ( ms 9 1 at depei rerefroi 

Bates Rejection 

he pen* - * s t -<5 and 8-13 have t c cte< i latentable over 

Bates (US 5 , - \p u ffofowatu" N lb *> fo ■> 

\ $ an ended h lepe i m el u n rec tes e s me it oj ed >re\ ioush j search tool 
graphical user interface that includes, mterjdia, a list of search results including a first search 
t t includes a first link to e« xenrly anavai hie thro gh iilvo 3 

hi s: link and a second search result that includes a second link to content that is currently 

- hie through iiivoc eond link id rresp t he s ire i 

result and providing a perceivable indication that invocation of the first link will not presently 
s ( s ass bed w «. fo . uo dh i dres 

?p!k espe y reqne insiders hdnu rej i m 

because Bates fails to describe or suggest in indicator corresponding to a first search result and 
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providing apt eivabie c st link h si search. res 

will not present c~e^ c \.c>inc\ J v'v 

a; dress as rec >yan i aim i 

Rath* Bate t es s s a system that uses mi mt links mo ig te o one 
i n vn u !5 5scv .ted wrh 5>As.tm* v r < ~ 

t.ree m See V^-n-au L < m ai * J U oflRl 

< otins, 5 In lilt x nd ion sclec ! i-! s o oi i t 

URL's selected 1 sal cm tit \ stances corres >ndmg to link selectio Sc paragraphs 0058 j- 
[0062 j. Jo one example, a multi-target link may navigate to a first URL if the mufti -target link is 
selected during a first time period and navigate to a second URL if the -multi -target link is 
elected deri ? Se 8 example, the targe 

link may be displayed as a bookmark and may be displayed with criteria associated with the 
multi-target dak (e.g., that the first URL is the target if the melts-target link is selected dunng the 
first time period sod that the second URL as the target if the multi-target link is selected during 
the second time period). See paragraph [0148] and Fig. 23. However, the system of Bates dees 
ot relate to disj searci i s c f v. * eseri i in t 

corresponds to a search result. 

Moreover, the display of a multMlfS^&l&d^ not provide a perceivable indication that 
iuvoc 1 fahrdv 11 wtpresem access ~ r ddress ssu ed v ' , - u content 
corresponding a - the address Instead, the display of a multi-targc \ link me: els prcn ides an 
indication of the criteria assd in determining which of a plurality of links is the target of the link. 
No Indication is provided as to whether content associated with the determined target of die 
multi-target link is present]} accessible at an address associated with the Irak. 

Then La describe c sgge t ^ * - - < i 

result ace p c t )erceivable indical n that invoc v m oi a lirst link included in the lirsl 
search result will not presently access, at an address associated with the first link, content 
corresponding to the address, as recited by amended independent claim 1 , 
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For at least these reasons, Applicants request reconsideration and withdrawal of the 
rejection of independent claim 1, along with claims 2-6 that depend therefrom. 

is an i mdependei ) \ x cc s s i eh L > \ e.cri 

S > m ' <, i > -> ri i i t n & ^ s . 

es 1 1 1 < > e-based 

level and a second search result that includes a second link to content determined to be 
appropriate for the first age-based level, and an indicator corresponding to the first search result 
and providing a perceivable indication of a determination, other than content accessed at an 
i \w- am w e „j ^ ,h U s • ' ncn; associated * , e , k \; 

h\ the first age-based level, 

Applicants re request, reconside vitl i he rejection of claim 8 

because Bates fails to describe or suggest an indicator corresponding to a first search result and 
x k ^ c> - pxo a . i . '^p - » ' t oetvi r.i nation, other than content accessed at an address 
associated with a first link included in the first search result, that content associated with the first 
i js i u -> w tHsvd't%ei s eutei *v rn?iv *d mdepe c d m^ 

\sdiscasse above with; c epend.es claim Bate toes ot relate to 
displaying search results and, as such, does not describe or suggest an indicator that corresponds 
to a search result. In addition. Bates does not describe or suggest an indicator providing a 

c jle indi t i detemiin tio j i t e c 

with a link, that content associated with the fink is inappropriate for a first age-based level, 
ythougli Bate es that a f t yj i n retrieving unsanction 

material. Bates merely describes preventing access to the unsanctioned material and does not 
describe providing a perceh able indication I a us ^~ i i •. he - : , v •« i material is 

inappropriate for a first age-based level. See paragraph 10126], Thus, Bates fails to describe or 
ugges indicator < esponding to a first seun v.ht and n ! hr>y ; percen hie ndacation 
of a determination, other than content accessed at an address associated with a first link included 
in the first search result, that content associated * bh the first link is inappropriate for a first age- 
h&mi lc\ t . as recited >\ amended independent claim H. 
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For at least these reasons, Applicants request reconsideration and withdrawal of die 
rejection oi ! c , . t i 1 S. gwithel S Ml i eper * it e oj 

New Claims 

New claims 68-83 depend directly or indirectly from either claim 1 or claim 8, At least 
for the reason of that dependency and the reasons noted above with respect to independent 
claims 1 and 8. Applicants submit that claims 68-83 are allowable. 

Nt v i s„ v i~ ^e ^ ^ -w iu n - <. 1 . i firs 

l1 t ^ „♦ l r S* V IK i L { i <U> ~ s. - v n * C Os, 

1 ,u to t 1 St v I L v, ! 1 s t 1 l\ I K I 

providing a perceivable indication of a second metric related to second content. The first metric 
mt the sect Jtric arc determ K v 1 I s i ^ iumerieal esentatiot 

correspond; : ;j to viewings of the first content and the second content by people that are 
associated with the user. The second indicator is different than die first indicator, and, when, 
compared w. the first indicator, the seco \J <. ^ ^ 

user have viewed the second content than the first content. 

Applicants submit that new independent claim 84 and its dependent claims 85-94 arc 
allowable because neither Snyder, Bates, nor any proper combination of the two, describes or 
suggests the first indicator and the second Indicator as recited in new independent claim 84. 

Conclusion 

t * hei e^cd \ o ii.'\ai':'^iLS\\c ev. V osu R. v.t\e tbeab^oveoi 
j ep x k t spec k jec ion ssue coin ent doe o ' s v > •< ree i c t > f s rconces 
a that rejectic ssueo comment addition hex w ( U juraen le above may a 
exhaustive, drert y bo reasons a bility of I pending c ns (ox ther claims) 

that have not been expressed. Finally, nothing m this reply should be construed as an intent to 
c >neede ny issue wi! egard to z iv cla except as specif eal stated i r e and the 
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amei dis ent oi ai ; claim does 1 1 1 necessari 5 signify concession oi imp tentabil t> of the claim 
prior to its amendment, 
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